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agentibus pervenil ad manus nostras libeUus Aristotelis de motu animalhm....
What is the meaning of iuxta Oraeciam ? Geographically the words
appear to be a strange description of Campania. Father Pelster (who
dates this journey of Albert's in 1262) suggests, therefore, that Albert
simply alludes to the fact that the translation of this Aristotelian work
was made in Greece, i. e. by William of Moerbeke at the convent of Thebes.
But surely this interpretation is more incredible than the geographical ?

Even Aristotle did not exhaust Albert's astonishing energy. After 1270
he compiled a Summa Theologiae, and ended with one or two little works
on the Masa. The De adhaerendo Deo can no longer be ascribed to him.
Father Pelster finds it suggestive of Thomas a Kempis, and in a foot-note
informs us that Qrabmann has now traced the authorship to a Benedictine
living at the end of the fourteenth, or the beginning of the fifteenth, century.
Albert's relation to mysticism must therefore be sought chiefly in his study
of ' the Areopagite '. W. H. V. RBADB.

Ireland under the Normans, vols. iii, iv. 1216-1333. By GODDARD HENBY

OWEN. (Oxford : Clarendon Press, 1920.)
Materials for the History of the Franciscan Province of Ireland, A.D. 1230-

1450. Collected and edited by the late Rev. Father E. B. FITZMAUHICE,

O.F.M., and A. G. LITTLE. British Society of Franciscan Studies,
vol. ix. (Manchester : University Press, 1920.)

THE earlier volumes of Mr. Orpen's Ireland under the Normans were
published in 1911 and noticed in this Review in the following year.1 The
concluding volumes are marked by the qualities which distinguished the
first part of the work, grasp of facts, intimate knowledge of feudal history
and topography, a cool judgement, a lucid style. They are also subject
to the same limitations. If we would do full justice to his book, we most
remember that the author is mainly concerned with the history of the great
feudal franchises. He is an enthusiastic as well as an expert topographer
who is able to bring a wide and sane scholarship to bear upon the details
of local and family history. He has no use for vague generalizations.
Hence he has laid a solid foundation, hitherto entirely lacking, which
will be invaluable to future scholars, whatever their particular interests
may be. He has given us a map of Ireland in the thirteenth century
with its baronial centres and has revealed to us all the fluctuations of
local feuds. We cannot admire too much the industry and zest with
which Mr. Orpen has searched Pipe Rolls and Justiciary Rolls, the various
calendars of royal letters, and the very extensive proceedings of the
Irish archaeological societies, in order to elucidate the annals. His own
intimate knowledge of Ireland has frequently enabled him to identify a
fort or explain a doubtful allusion. Yet he has never permitted the details
to distract him from his main task, the compilation of a balanced survey
of Ireland in the thirteenth century.

It is obvious that this is far from being a history of Ireland in the *
century of Frederick II and Saint Louis, of Alfonso the Wise and Edward I,
of Bracton and St. Thomas Aquinas. The limitations of Mr. Orpen's method

1 Ante, xxvii. 144-7.
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are so glaring that it is only just to emphasize the value of his achievement.
It would not be possible to write a history of Ireland in the later middle
ages without such a survey as he has given us. His book is essential,
a considerable historical work of which any scholar might well be proud.
That it is not possible to leave comment at this point is due to Mr. Orpen
himself. He appears to think that he has rounded off the history of Ireland
in the period which, in his view, is closed by the murder of William de
Burgh, earl of Ulster and lord of Connaught, in June 1333. He has
described the downfall of the great house of the Marshals and with
infinite patience traced the partition of their lands; he has worked out
the history of the lordships of Munster, of the sub-infeudation of Connaught,
and of the rise of the great earldom of Ulster ; he has marked the ebb and
flow of the Irish element and defined the islets of obstinate Irish in the
districts of shires and franchises. Edward I and the de Burghs, he suggests,
had nearly established peace and prosperity—total subjection was merely
a matter of time—when Edward Bruce shook the whole structure and threw
Ireland back into anarchy. But this is not a history of Ireland, even though
the narrative is supplemented by a rather perfunctory description of
Edward I's parliaments and legislation, and the interesting details collected
in the last chapter on ' one hundred and sixty years of Norman rule'.
Mr. Orpen is too much under the influence of his original conception,
expressed in his title-page ; he regards Irish history as a conflict between
the fief and the sept, and in spite of evidence to the contrary which he
provides himself, considers that the Ireland of the fourteenth and fifteenth
centuries is only explicable as the result of a catastrophe. It is hard to
believe that Ireland in the thirteenth century was so isolated as this
view implies; that the legal, social, and intellectual movements of the
time did not produce something more subtle and far-reaching. Ireland
was a Plantagenet, not a Norman, state. The whole of the administrative
machinery developed by Henry II and his successors was reproduced in
Ireland, under the direction of trained lawyers and officials. Mr. Orpen's
note-books must be full of information about its working.1 In the reign
of Edward II we find parliaments and a very interesting council (appointed
indirectly by parliament) which was to co-operate with the king's council.1

Mr. Orpen knows all about them, but he mentions them casually, as he
might mention the mote at Ballyloughloe or the erection of a castle
at Calanafersy. But in a history of Ireland we expect to hear whence
these institutions came, how they compare with parliaments and councils
elsewhere, wherein their significance lay, and in general what Mr. Orpen
thinks of them. The records of Irish administration and legislation, if
not very abundant for this period, are sufficiently extensive to form the
basis of a study which could develop and deepen the work of Sir James Ware.
Until the government of Ireland has been systematically described and
considered as an organism, generalizations on the development of Irish
history in the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries are premature.

A comparative study of the franchises is even more essential. Scattered
1 Ct Judge Johnston's paper on the ' First Adrenture of the Common Law', in

the Law Quarterly Rtvi&v), January 1930, xxxvi. 9-30.
• Berry, Early Statute! of Ireland, p. 264.
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about in Mr. Orpen's book there are numerous hints and references which
show that he might easily have given us a picture of a great lordship far
more convincing and detailed than, e.g., his useful sketch of the liberty
of Carlow (iv. 264 ff.). One wants to know so much more about the
changes which took place in these lordships during the thirteenth century,
about their relations with the royal officials on the one hand and with
the Irish on the other. Ireland was not the only country in which, under
the shadow of a central authority, feudal institutions were gradually
penetrated and altered by the influence of alien customs or ideas. Similar
processes were at work in the east of Europe, very similar processes indeed
in the highlands of Scotland. Mr. Orpen remarks on the probable influence
of the Brehon law upon legislation. He is inclined to think that the Irish
practices of fosterage, coign and livery, and the like had begun to influence
the feudal household by the beginning of the fourteenth century. While
rejecting the conclusion drawn by Sir John Davies from the Irish petition
of 1328, that the Irish as a whole were eager to adopt Kngliah law, he is
disposed, in a casual and half-hearted way, to approach the problems of
Anglo-Irish development along the lines marked out by that great man in
his Discovery of the True Causes why Ireland was never entirely subdued
(1612). Unfortunately, he does not bring his observations together nor
draw out their significance. He is committed to the catastrophic view.*
Now the only conclusion which an impartial reader can draw from
Mr. Orpen's careful study of the invasion of Ireland by Edward Bruce is
that Bruce caused far less disturbance of a permanent kind than has
hitherto been supposed. The forces which were ultimately to separate
the Anglo-Irish within from those without the Pale were doubtless
strengthened by the events of 1315-18, but they had begun to work
before. The parliament of 1310 had already legislated on the duties of
the ' cheif de graunt lygnage '.• The Norman baron had become the
chieftain, the capitaneus nationis.1 The causes and extent of the change
must be sought in the thirteenth century. Mr. Orpen is convinced that
the period of Irish history between the invasion of Strongbow and the
invasion of Edward Bruce is a complete dramatic episode ; we venture to
think that his narrative breaks off in the middle of the third act.

General criticism of this kind is of course debatable. It is concerned
with the form and objects rather than the substance of these volumes.
Experts will perhaps differ from Mr. Orpen here and there on points of
detail, but we fancy that their criticism of the substance of the book will
be Blight. In one important respect.the third and fourth volumes are less
open to criticism than the first and second; the defects in scholarship
are few. The eldest son of King Philip Augustus of France should not be
styled ' dauphin ' (iii. 15). The Cistercians should not be grouped with
Benedictines and friars as builders of churches for congregational worship
(iv. 293). The meaning of the statute of 1321 on the use in Ireland of
English law of life and limb does not seem to be clearly grasped (iv. 26).
In an excellent passage on the importance of the barony as a means of

1 For the French phraae cf. Berry, Early StaiuUi, pp. 266, 378. The Latin equiva-
lent appean in charters, e. g. that of Lord William de Burgh, 1430, in Materials Jor
the History of lie Franciscan Province of Ireland, p. 186.
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government (iii. 75-6) Mr. Orpen fails to appreciate the fact that in feudal
law the maintenance of the unity of the barony had been deliberately
achieved : the division among coheiresses was an equitable nece»sity
in a society which regarded primogeniture as a novelty, but that the
barony should normally be undivided was regarded as essential.1 It is
not easy to see why, in the face of the evidenoe, Mr. Orpen insists that
Edward Bruce's retirement to the border of Inishowen in 1316 was a strategic
retreat (iv. 168). Even Barbour admits that Bruce was in a very tight
place— '

In gret distress thair war thai 8tad,
For gret defalt of mete thai had ;
For thai betuix thai riveris tway
War set.8

Mr. Orpen's description of the invasion of Edward Bruco is very full and
careful, but he unaccountably omite any discussion of the contemporary
correspondence of Edward II and the Irish leaders. The petition of the
Irish to Pope John XXII, printed by Hearne in his edition of Fordun,
and the letter of Edward II, dated 20 August 1316, printed by Rymer,
urging the election of Geoffrey of Aylsham as archbishop of Cashel, throw

flight on the relations between Irish and English and the support given by
the former to the Scots. These documents are reprinted,, in whole or in
part, by Mr. Little in the Materials for the History of the Franciscan
Province of Ireland.3

This collection of materials edited by Mr. Little mainly from the papers
of the late Father Fitrmaurice brings us into quite a different atmosphere.
We desert the tradition of Ware and Davies and enter into the tradition
of Mooney and Wadding. The history of the Franciscans in Ireland was
of course seriously affected by racial antipathies. Before and after the
statute of 1310 which forbade the reception of Irishmen by religious houses
in English territory, many attempts, more or less successful, were made to
isolate the two peoples. At one time the general chapter appears to have
adopted the policy of separation as a means to the preservation of peace.
In 1325 ' it would appear that the intention was to concentrate the Irish
friars in the custody of Ncnagh ' (p. xxv). But on the whole feelings of
unity seem to have prevailed. Irish and English friars had to combine
against the opposition of secular clergy; Irish friars shared with their
English brethren a moral outlook which differed from that of Irish bards
or castle officials. The many-sided activities of the Franciscans, recorded
in this delightful book, suffered no very violent shocks between 1230 and
1450. The history is continuous, showing a gradual settlement of the
centre of gravity in the west. There is no evidence to justify any marked

1 See ante, xxxv. 39 B., 168.
* The Bruce, xiv. 367-70. These lines clearly must be read together, even though

the Odymsey episode, which they connect with the story of the passage of the Bann,
is told by Barbour out of it* true place.

1 pp. 96-8. The date 1316-16 asoribed to the Irish petition should be corrected :
Jacques Duese did not become Pope John XXII until 7 August 1316. Mr. Little,
moreover, does not seem to be aware that the iniquum statutum of 1310, referred to
by the petitioners, is to be found in the Red Book of toe Irish exchequer (Berry,
Early Statutes, p. 272).
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discrimination on the ground of learning or ability or munificence between
English and Irish. A few more compilations of this kind, if they were
edited with as much skill and patience as Mr. Little has devoted to Father
Fitzmaurice's work, would provide a firm foundation for the history of
Irish society, and of the religious and literary life of Ireland during the later
middle ages. Above all, work of this kind, by revealing the variety of the
materials for Irish history and showing how English and Irish scholars
can co-operate, helps to restore the sense of continuity to Irish studies,
and to bring Irish scholarship again into line with European learning.

F. M. POWIOKE.

The Puritans in Inland, 1647-1661. By the REV. ST. JOHN D. SEYMOCB,

B.D. (Oxford : Clarendon Press^lMl.)

IT is a genuine pleasure to read the informing account Mr. Seymour has
written of the religious aspect of the rule of the puritans in Ireland. Many
partisan pamphlets on Irish history have been lately written. In them
scraps of evidence have been chewed and re-chewed by writer after writer,
and have long ago ceased to be nutritious. The materials for the explora-
tion of the past are abundant, if a competent scholar takes the slightest
trouble to find them. Such a scholar is Mr. Seymour. He has been the
first to publish the results of his researches among the fifty-six volumes
of the Commonwealth Books preserved in the Publio Record Office, Dublin.
Of course he has covered the other materials bearing on the critical period
he has selected for his learned investigation. The outcome is a book
whioh constitutes a real addition to the sum of our historical knowledge.

The author has little to say about the background of his work. He
assumes that his readers are, like himself, conversant with the dominant
tone of the church of Ireland which enabled her to fit in so easily with
the regime which began in 1647. For the sake of the readers who do not
know, it is worth while pointing out that the Elizabethan foundation, the
university of Dublin, at once wore an Evangelical aspect. Its early provosts
were either Evangelicals or in sympathy with that school. The second
provost, Travers, was the notorious opponent of Hooker. Puritans in the
church of England in general and in Cambridge in particular sought and
found an asylum within the walls of Trinity College, Dublin. In this way
the ground was prepared for the sway of the puritans for the brief period
of fourteen years. The way was also prepared in another fashion. During
the rebellion of 1641 not far short of ten thousand protestants had perished.
As the clergy fled before Tyrconnel, so they fled before the threats and
the executions of the rebels of 1641. The inevitable result was that few
of the episcopal clergy and of their congregations were left, so that the
new ministers had for their congregations the Cromwellian soldiery. These
are oonsideratioDB whioh the author thrusts to one side, and we are
sorry that he does so. He knows them so well himself that he believes
his readers are equally well informed. On the other hand, the author
probably felt that it was more valuable to print his considerable amount
of new information, and perhaps he was right. The intelligent student
can dot the i's and cross the t's of the facts Mr. Seymour sets before us.
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